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DISCOURSE 


CONCERNING THE 


NATURE and EN D 
OF THE 


LO RDS SUPPER. 


HE celebration of the Lord's 
SUPPER being our conſtant duty, 


as it is fo ſev the Lord's death till he 


come (1); and likewiſe our greateſt in- 
tereſt, as it is the communion of the body 
and blood of Chriſt (2); it may not be im- 
proper to enquire into its SPECIFIC- 
NATURE ; in order to comprehend both 
the force of our obligation to frequent 


(1) x Cor, Xi, 26, (2) 1 Cor, x. 16. 
the 
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2 The Nature and Eud 


the Lord's table, and the value of that 
benefit we receive in worthily commu- 
nicating. | 

The hiſtory of its inſtitution is de- 
livered by St. Matthew, in theſe words, 
And as they were eating, Jeſus took 
& bread and bleſſed it, and brake it, 
* and gave it to the Diſciples, and ſaid, 
« Take eat; this is MY BODY: and he 
«© took the cup and gave thanks, and 
gave it to them, ſaying, Drink ye all 
66 of it, for this is MY BLOoD of the 
«© New Teſtament, which is ſhed for 
% many for the remiſſion of Sins, (3) ” 

The Rites and Ceremonies of the law 
were TYPICAL, A Type, as hath been 
ſhewn elſewhere (4), aroſe from the an- 
cient mode of converſing by ferns For, 
by adding a moral import to a ſignifica- 
tive ſign, the action becomes a TYPE (5). 
This ſacred Rite, which (together with 
Baptiſm) was to take place of the whole 
Jewiſh ritual, is, like that ritual, 7y- 


(3) Ce. xxvi. Ve 26, &c. (4) Div, Leg. Book iv. 
Seck. 4. (5) Ibid, 
| ical 
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fical alſo: but with this difference, — 
The Jewiſh Rites were predictive of 
things future; and ſo, were obſcure and 
intricate: this, fignificative of a thing 
paſt; and fo, clear and intelligible. 


Thus far as to its form. Its Peciſfc 
nature will be our next inquiry. To 
have an exact idea of this, two things 

muſt be well conſidered : The ſtate of 


Religion at the time this Rite was in- 


ſtituted, and the particular ſeaſon in 
which it Was celebrated. 


1. In thoſe ages of the world when 
victims made fo great a part of the Re- 
ligion both of Jews and Gentiles, the 
Sacrifice was always followed by a reli- 
vious feaſting on the thing offered; 
which was called, the Haſt upon or after 
the ſacrifice ; the partakers of which feaſt 
were ſuppoſed to become partakers of the 
benefits of the Sacrifice, Now, from the 
Goſpel-hiſtory of the inſtitution of the 
Lord's ſupper, and from St. Paul's rea- 
ſoning upon it, a celebrated perſon hath 

long ſince ſhewn, with great compaſs of 
- 2 learn- 
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4 The Nature and End 


learning, and force of argument, That 
Jeſus, about to offer himſelf a ſacrifice 
on the croſs for our redemption, did, 


in conformity to a general practice, in- 
ſtitute the /af# ſupper, under the idea of 


a feaſt after the ſacrifice (6). So far 
that learned writer. 


2. As to the particular ſeaſon in which 
this holy Rite was celebrated ; We are 
to conſider, that the great sacr1FICE 
ON THE cRoOss was typically prefigured 


(6) Dr. Cudworth, in his Diſcourſe concerning 
the true notion of the Lord's ſupper. — But to 
his own Syſtem, like a fair and able writer, 


who conceals nothing, and leaves nothing un- 
anſwered, he produces this Objection, “ That the 


«© true notion of the Lord's Supper is to be derived 
« indeed from the Paſſover, but the Jewiſh 
% Paſlover had no relation to a Sacrifice, being 
s nothing elſe but a mere Fx AS TH; and therefore 
« from analogy to the Jewiſh Rites, we cannot 
« make the Lord's ſupper to be Epulum Sacrifi- 
c cale, a feaſt upon Sacrifice? And then 


_ anſwers it at large, in the ſecond and third Chap- 


ters of his Diſcourſe, with that invincible force of 
learning and reaſoning almoſt peculiar to him, 
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by ſeveral of the Temple-oblations ; and. 
eſpecially by the Pas cHAL-LAMRHH. Now 
- juſt before the paſſton, and while Jeſus 
was eating the Paſchal-ſupper, which was 
a Jewiſh faſt after or upon the ſacrifice, 
he inſtitutes this holy Rite. - And as it 
was his general cuſtom to allude, in his 
actions and expreſſions, to what paſſed 
before his eyes, or preſented itſelf to his 
obſervation (7); who can doubt, when 
we ſee, in the very form of celebration, 
all the marks of a /acr:ficial-Jſupper, but 
that the divine Inſtitutor intended it | 
ſhould bear the ſame relation to his /a- | 
crifice on the Croſs, which the Pa/chal-/up- 
per, then celebrating, bore to the Ha- 
tion of the Pa/chal-lamb; that is, to He 
of the nature of a feaſt after the /acrific 
For if this was not his purpoſe, and | 


„„ Ae CEC GECR 


(7) See Sir Iſaac Newton's Obſervations on the . | 
Propbeſies, p. 148. where he takes notice how _ | 
Jeſus, from the approach of harveſt, from the 
lilies in bloom, from the fig-trees ſhooting out, from 
the ſheep hept in folds near the Temple, for ſacrifices, | 
c. took occaſion to inculcate his ſpiritual doc- | 
trines and precepts _ OY WIA 
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that no more was intended than a general 


memorial, or remembrance of a dead beue- 
Factor, why was this inſtant of time pre- 
ferred to all other throughout the courſe 
of his miniſtry, any of which had been | 


equally commodious ? 
This reaſoning receives additional 
ſtrength even from what hath been ſup- 


poſed to invalidate it, namely the con- 


cluding words of the inſtitution— Do this 
in remembrance of me. For tho' theſe 
words, conſidered alone, might fignify 


no more than the remembrance of our 
obligations to him in general; yet when 


preceded by is is my body—this is my 
blood, they neceſlarily imply the remem- 
brance of his death and paſſion for us, 
in particular. And could there be a 72. 
after the ſacrifice in which that ſacrifice 
was not commemorated ? 

It is true, the injunction of doing it 
in remembrance implies, that the celebra- 
tion was to be continually repeated ; 

which was not the caſe of feaſts after the 


facrifice ; on which, as we ſay, this holy 


Rite was modelled, But this was a 
neceſ- 
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of the Lokn's SUPPERs 7 
neceſſary difference; for the great Sa- 
crifice itſelf, of which this Feaft was a 
type, differed in the ſame manner from 
all other ſacrifices. The Jewiſh and 
Pagan Oblations had, or were ſuppoſed. 
to have, only a paſſing and temporary 
virtue: The Sacrifice on the croſs is of 
perpetual efficacy; and will continue to 
operate till the conſummation of all 
things. It ſeemed fit, therefore, that 
the operating virtue of this Sacrifice 
ſhould be perpetually ſet before us, in a 
conſtant celebration of the Feaſt upon it. 

We have now ſeen what may be na- 
turally, and indeed what muſt be reaſon- 
ably inferred of Chriſt's purpoſe in the 
laſt Supper, from the hiſtory of its inſti- 
tution. 

Let us try next what we can collect of 
St. Paul's ſenſe, in this matter, who 
hath occaſionlly ſpoken at large con- 
cerning it. And here we ſhall find, that 
this very ſort of Feaſt, which the words 
of the inſtitution tacitly allude to, St. 
Paul, in order to ſhew the /pecific nature 
of the Rite, expreſly draws a compariſon 

from 
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from; and at the ſame time, in order to 
ſhew the efficacy of it, informs us of the 
end and purpoſe of thoſe Feaſis upon the 
facrifice, It is, in that place of his firſt 
epiſtle to the Corinthians, where he re- 
proves the proſelytes to Chriſtianity for 
the idolatrous practice of eating with 
the Gentiles, of things offered to idols, 
in their feaſts upon the ſacrifice, His 
words are theſe— “ I ſpeak as to wiſe 
men: judge ye what I ſay, The cup 


. | «« of blefüng which we bleſs, is it not the 
4 „ communion of the blood of Chriſt ? 


The bread which we break, is it not 

© the communion of the body of Chriſt? 

It) For we being many are one bread and 
| * one body: for we are all partakers of 
? % that one bread. Behoid Iſrael after 
5 '*« the fleſh: are not they which eat of 
i © the ſacrifices partakers of the altar? 


7 « What ſay Ithen? That an idol is any 

thing, or that which is offered in ſa- 

6 crifice to idols is any thing? But I 
5 « ſay, that the things which the Gentiles 
be * ſacrifice, they ſacrifice to devils, and 
HB not to God; and I would not that ye 
I | | | «« ſhould 
41 
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of the LoRD's SUPPER» 9g 
« ſhould have fellowſhip with devils. 
„% Ye cannot drink the cup of the Lord, 
« and the cup of devils : Ye cannot be 
« partakers of the Lord's table, and of 
„the table of devils (8).“ 

The Apoſtle profeſſeth, in this pines, 
to write to theſe Corinthians under their 
aſſumed character of wi/e nen. And 
tho' perhaps he may uſe the term a little 
ironically, and in reproof of the di- 
wi/ions, before objected to them; yet the 
logical inference drawn from an ap- 
peal to ſuch a character, holds not the 
leſs, for the ſarcaſm in which it is con- 
veyed. My meaning is, That we may 
fairly conclude, the reaſoning to be ſuch 
as wiſe men would not diſdain to con- 
ſider; and ſo regularly conducted as 
aviſe men would beſt comprehend. In a 
word, purſued with that ſcience and pre- 
ciſion which leaves no room for a looſe, 


popular, and inaccurate interpretation. 


In the firſt place, therefore, we may 
collect, that The Cup of blefing is not 


(8) 1 Cor, x. 15—21. 
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10 The Nature and End 


ſimply a general commemoration of a 
deceaſed benefaQor, but a commemora- 
tion of Chriſt's death and paſſion : It is 
the communion of the blood of Chriſt ; an 
expreſſion, as will be ſeen hereafter, of 
the utmoſt elegance, to imply a feaſt up- 
on the ſacrifice. But the inference the 
Apoftle draws from it, puts his meaning 
beyond all doubt — For wwe being many 
are one bread and one body: for wwe are all 
partakers of that one bread, He ſays, the 
partaking of one bread, makes the re- 
ceivers, of many, to become one body. A 
juſt inference, if this Rite be of the na- 
ture of a Veaſt upon the ſacrifice ; for then, 
the communion of the body and blood of 
Chri/t unites the receivers into one body, 


by an equal diſtribution of one common 


benefit: But if it be only a general com- 
memoration of a deceaſed benefactor, it 
leaves the receivers as it found them: 
not one body; but many ſeparate profeſſors 
of one common Faith, 

The - Apoſtle having thus ſhewn the 
laſt Supper to be of the nature of a fea/? 
upon the jacrifice ; for the truth of which 

| he 
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of the LorD's SUPPER. IT 
he appeals to their own conceptions of 
it—The cup of blefſing—1s it not the com- 
1union ? &c. The bread, which «ave breaks 
is it not the communion ? &c. He then 
endeavours to convince them of the im- 
piety of their behaviour, from the na- 


ture of theſe feaſts, as they were under. 


8 


8 
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ſtood both by Jews and Gentiles; who 
equally held, that they who EaT oF 
THE SACRIFICES WERE PARTAKERS 
OF THE ALTAR, But what had either 
of theſe eaters of the ſacrifices to do with 
the partakers of the bread and wine in the 
laſt Supper, if the laſt Supper was not a 
feaſt of the ſame kind with their feaſts ? 
But eſpecially, if the three feaſts, Jeav;/h, 
Pagan, and Chriſtian, had not one com- 
mon nature, how could the Apoftle have 
inferred that this intercommunity was 
abſolutely inconſiſtent ? Je cannot drink 
the cup of the Lord and the cup of devils, &c. 
For tho' there might be 1myIiETyY in the 
promiſcuous uſe of Pagan and Chriſtian 
Rites; yet the INCONzISTENCY ariſes 
from their having a common nature; 
and ſo, . (as they had op- 

poſite 
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poſite originals) from their deſtroying 
one another's effects, in the very cele- 


bration. The reaſoning ſtands thus. 
Thoſe who eat of the ſacrifices avere par- 


takers of the altar. A ſacrifice at the 
altar was a FEDERAL rite : conſequent- 


ly, the aß upon that /acrifice became a 
federal Rite likewiſe. The Lord's table, 


and the table of devils, therefore, being 


both federal Rites, the ſame man could 
not, be partaker of both. This is the 
Apoſtle's argument to the aui/e men here 
appealed to: And we ſee it turns alto- 
gether on this poſtulatum, that the laſt 
Supper is of the nature of a hat upon 
the ſacrifice : Suppoſe it now a genera} 
commemoration only of a dead benefador, 
and all this reaſoning vaniſhes ; Fo: tho? 
a man cannot execute two federal Rites 
which deſtroy one another ; yet a federal 
rite and a bare remembrance, in two con- 
trary religions, have none of this op- 
poſition ; but may be celebrated, if not 
without 7mpety, yet without any of that 
zncon/iſtency which the learned Apoſtle here 
charges upon his licentious Corinthians. 

| | But 
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of the LoRD's SUPPER. T3 
But this was not the only abuſe they 
committed in the celebration of the 
Lord's Supper ; nor this the only place in 
the Epiſtle declarative of the nature of 
that holy Rite. Theſe Corinthians, as 
appears by the next chapter, had been 
ouilty of celebrating the Lord's Supper 
in a very indecent manner, by con- 
founding it with their ordinary repaſts, 
or with convivial doings of their own 
invention, where charity and ſobriety 
were too commonly violated. Now this 
indiſcriminate celebration, the Apoſtle 
calls, the being guilty of the body and 


blood of the Lord (9). A charge ſurely 


much aggravated, were the Lord's Sup- 
per inſtituted only to commemorate 2 
dead benefactor. The Corinthians did 
not make a due diſtinction between their 
more ordinary food and the eating and 
drinking in memory of a deceaſed 
friend. This doubtleſs was a high in- 
gratitude, Vet to rank theſe criminals 
with the murderers of the Lord of [if is a 


(9) 1 Cor. xi. 27. 
C ſeve- 
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ſeverity in which we can hardly ſee the 
Juſtice. Bat let us only ſuppoſe, that 
St. Paul conſidered the laſt Supper as a 

feaft upon à ſacrifice, that is, as a Rite in 
which the benefits of Chriſt's death and 
paſſion were conveyed, and at the ſame 


time flighted, and all becomes eaſy and 


natural. The profanation of ſuch a 
Rite, by rendering his death ineffectual, 
was indeed aiding the. purpoſe of his 


murderers ; and therefore might be fitly 1 
compared, and juſtly equalled to, the 


prodigious enormity of that crime. 
Such then, I preſume, is the true na- 
ture of the LoRbDb's su PER. And was 
the adjuſting a preciſe idea of it, as it 
referred to a religious cuſtom of anti- 
quity, a matter only of curioſity and 
ſpeculation, I might perhaps have left 
1t to the eccleſiaſtical hiſtorian, But it 
appears to me to have important conſe- 
quences with regard both to our F AITH 
9s WorsniP. For, 
If the laſt Supper be of the nature 
of. a flaſt after a ſacrifice, then is it a 
declaration of Jeſus himſelf, that his 
death 
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of the Loxp's SUPPER. 15 
death upon the croſs was a REAL sA- 
CRIFICE, For figurative expreſhon (as 
ſome are apt to deem the Goſpel repre- 
ſentation of Chriſt's /acrifice and atone- 
ment) could never produce a religious 
Rite of divine appointment, ariſing 
from, and dependent on, a real ſpecific 
action. I ſay, of divine appointment, 
becauſe many of human original have 
been thus produced. Yet then only 
= (which is a farther ſupport to the preced- 
YN ing obſervation) when the fgure had 
been miſtaken for a /ubfance. 

2, If the laſt Supper be of the nature 
of a feaſt after a ſacrifice, then is it pro- 


$6 ductive of great and ſpecial benefits to 
_ the partakers. For the partakers of-the 
eft Jewiſh and Gentile /eafts after a ſacrifice 
5 did, or were ſuppoſed to communicate of 
the benefits of the ſacrifice. | 
ſe- EH 2 
owever, a very learned writer, 
+ - whoſe principles of : reaſoning, and- 
= method in deducing and conducting 


them, may ſerve for a model to the 
fair Inquirer, hath lately endeavour- 
ed to prove, in A plain account of the 
nature and end of the ſacrament of the 

2 Lord's 
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Lord's ſupper, * that it was inſtituted 
merely in remembrance of Chriſt ; 
that the bread to be taken and eaten 
*© was appointed to be the memorial of 
«© his body broken; and the wine to be 
drunk was ordained to be the memorial 
* of his blood ſhed (1).“ His intention 
in this appears commendable, It was to 
free the laſt Supper from Superſtition ; 
whoſe untimely fruit is at beſt, but a 
lifeleſs rubrical piety. Yet in purſuit of 
this commendable deſign, he hath gone, 
I preſume, too far: He hath taken 
away it's SPECIFIC nature, and left it 
nothing but it's GENERIC, He hath ex-. 
cluded the idea of a flaſt after the ſa. 


crifice, in which the celeſtial benefits of 


the Giver are conveyed, and confined 
us to the notion of a mere emeorial, i 
which the gratitude only of the Receiver 
i turn!!! 

He proceeds upon this great PRo- 
TESTANT PRINCIPLE; ©* That the Bible 
„ alone ought to determine our belief in 
«© all matters of faith and religious opi- 
« nion.“ And this, which can never 


(1) P. 34. Ed. 
N be 
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be too much inſiſted on, he urgeth with 
a a freedom becoming a lover of truth, 
and a candour expreflive of his diſincli- 
nation to controverſy. This may fairly 
BE be ſaid of his general conduct. | 
But whether he hath been as happy in 
the ayyLICATION of his principle, may 
1 be reaſonably made a doubt. 
9 His uE HOp of reaſoning is not leſs 
udicious than the choice of his topics. 
He hath deduced a number of propoſi- 
tions tied and faſtened to one another, 
1 till, with theſe cords of a man, he hath 
XX drawn the reader to his concluſion. 
Here, if he obtrudes upon us any falſe 
hook in the chain, the art or miſtake is 
eaſily detected: If all be ſtrong and 
ſound, the force of it will be perceived 
to more advantage. | 

Let us examine his reaſoning, there- 
fore, with the ſame preciſion and brevity 
with which he urgeth it; And, as we 
deny his CONCLUS10N, ſhewthe FAULTY 
= -1xK which hath impoſed upon his Read- 
er : ers; and, it may be, upon hiinſelf. 

6 E The 
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The Argument is compriſed in the 
108 Kun propoſitions. 


PROPOSITIONS. 


I. 
„The partaking of the Lord's Sup- 
«« per is not a duty of itſelf; or a duty 
apparent to us from the nature of 
things: but a duty made ſuch to 
_* Chriſtians, by the poſitive inſtitution 
of Jeſus Chriſt.” | 


* 
« All poſitive duties, or duties made 


* ſuch by inſtitution alone, depend en- 


*« tirely upon the will and declaration 
of the perſon who inſtitutes and or- 
* dains them, with reſpect to the real 
deſign and end of them; and conſe- 
quently to the due manner of per- 
forming them.” 


* 
_- 


„ 
a «Tt is plain, therefore, that the na- 
ture, the deſign, ane the due manner of 
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: of the LornD's SUPPER. 19 
: 4 partaking of the Lord's ſupper, muſt, 
of neceſſity, depend upon what Jeſus 
„ Chriſt, who inſtituted it, hath declared 


about it.“ 
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the 
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IV. 
up- « Tt cannot be doubted that he him- 
uty g lf ſuffciently declared to his firſt and 
of „ immediate Followers, the whole of 
to g what he deſigned ſhould be underſtood 
on Wt by it, or implied in it.” 


iI It is of ſmall importance therefore 
to Chriſtians to know what the many 
Writers upon this ſubje&, ſince the 
time of the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles 
have affirmed. Much leſs can it be 
the duty of Chriſtians to be guided by 
what any perſons, by their own Autho- 
rity, or from their own imaginations, 
may teach concerning this duty.” 


4 VI. 

F BE Ihe paſſages in the new Teſtament 

| = © which relate to this duty, and they 
alone 
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« The Writers of the new Teſtament 
give an account of the Inſtitution of 
the Lord's ſupper in the following | 
paſſages, which therefore are princi- | 
pally to be regarded, viz. St. Mathew, 
c. XXV1.V. 26, &c. St. Mark, c. xiv. v. 
St. Luke, c. xxii. v. 19, &c. 


* 
LC 
cc 
66 
cc 
66 


$4 


ts 


religious duty.“ 


22, &c. 


VII. 


The Nature and End 
alone are the original accounts of the 
nature and end of this inſtitution ; and 
the only authentic declarations, upon 
which we of later ages can ſafely de- 
pend ; being written by the immediate 
followers of our Lord; thoſe who | 
were witneſſes themſelves to the Inſti. | 
tution ; or were inſtructed in it, either 
by thoſe who were ſo, or by Chriſt | 
himſelf; and conſent in delivering 
down one and the ſame account of this 


and St. Paul, 1 Cor. c. xi. v. 23, &c. 


It appears from theſe paſſages, that 


the End for which our Lord inſtituted 
« this 


VIII. 


_ - th; LoRD's SUPPER, 27 
mis duty was the remembrance of him- 
f the 1 | 
ws {clf; that the bread to be taken and 
eaten was appointed to be the am- 


al of his body broken, and the wine 
"i cording to the expreſs words of St. 


: | | his diſciples, and 15 now abſent, ſhall 
come again” (2). 


FY ef 
> Lake ts 


As this, which the learned writer uſes, 
2 , s the method of the Demonſtrators, one 
ing 4} kould wonder by what force of invention 
7 5 was enabled to deduce this conclu- 
Fon. But we often ſee, that where force 
lis wanting, a little matter of addreſs will 
ſupply its place. 
The 4th Propoſition, which runs thus, 


performed the feat. It cannot be 
doubted (ſays he) but that he him- 


"at | (2) Plain account, p. 2— 24. 


ed | * 5 * 
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to be drunk was ordained to be the 
ES :::-:07ial of his blood ſhed; or (ac- 


paul) that the one was to be eaten and 
the other to be drunk in remembrance 
of Chriſt, and this to be continued 
until he, who was once preſent with - 


—— — — 
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« ſelf [ Jeſus] surr1ciznTLY Ds Wl 
* CLARED to his firſt and immediate 
« followers the whole of what he de. 
* ſigned ſhould be underſtood by it [the bd 
"7 ſacrament 1 the Lord's ſupper] or im- 1 AN 
« plied im it. 1 

Now I aw this to be the aul on 
LINK ; and that all the connexion it hath i 
with the propoſitions, which precede and 
follow it, lies in the unperceived ambi 
guity of the terms SUFFICIENTLY DE- 1 
CLaRED: Which may either ſignify, WW 
declared by expreſs words ; or on the other 
hand, declared, by fignificative circums 1 0 


ſtances, ſuch as reſpe the time, the oc- Mi 


caſion, the mode of acting, or the man- 
ner of ſpeaking. For the communica- 
tion of our thoughts is carried on as well 
by EXPRESSIVE ACTIONS as by worDs „ 


AND SOUNDS: nor did the firſt bear a 
ſmall part in the converſe of the An- 


cients (3); eſpecially amongſt the Jewiſh 
people of all ages, to the time in 
queſtion. 
(3) Sce Div. Leg. vol. 11, Bock iv, Sect. 4+ 
Hence 


of the LorD's SuePER. 23 


Hence it comes to paſs, that tho* we 
re agreed in the Propoſition, that Jeſus 


te 4. | WL /iciently declared the whole of what he 
-i +8 1 by his laſt Supper, we draw fo 


= What it was ſimply a remembrance of Chriſt; 
3 W, that it was of the nature of a feaſt upon 
0 1 2 F ſacrifice. For he conſiders only what 
9 Neſus in expreſs words $a1D, at the in- 
'q W:itution of this holy rite : I take in both 


9 Pat. but the uopE of ſaying and doing; 
b Wclative to the time, the occaſion, the 
manners, and the cuſtoms of the Age; 
s being perſuaded, that the ſpeaker's 
10 Wrnceaning can be but very imperfeQly 
Funderſtood without taking in all theſe 
| things. A rule of interpretation, in 
which, I ſuppoſe the learned writer 
== would concur with me, were the point 
concerning a difficulty in CLASSICAL ex. 
preſſion. 

{ This then, I underfiand to be the only 


W Diſciples of Jeſus (as it is agreed, their 
Muaſter did not, in expreſs words, call 
this 


. 
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Hifferent concluſions: The learned writer, 


bat he sip and pip; and not only 


remaining queſtion, Whether or no the 


* # 
8 
IJ 

Y 


0 
: 
attending the inſtitution, that it was in 
£1 
| 
| 
| 


per; from the peculiarity of phraſe em 
ployed in the inſtitution, of which mon 
hereafter; and from his accuſtomed 


24 De Nature and End "8 
this rite, a feaſt upon ſacrifice ) could «ll 5 
lect, from the whole of the circumſtance = 


deed of the nature of ſuch a feaſt 
namely, from the critical time of the 


celebration, which was juſt before hi 


paſſion, and at the Jewiſh paſchal- unf x 


manner, in the execution of his miniſtry, 
to adapt his words and actions to the 


ſcene or ſubject before him? Now, I [ 5 


ſuppoſe, that, from theſe circumſtances, 
one may fairly conclude, the Diſciplaſſ 
might and did collect that the 44% Supper 
was of the nature of a feaſt upon ſacrifice. 1 
For 1. it was much in the genius ol 
thoſe times to convey information, Y 
well by actions and indirect circum- 1 
ſtances, as by ſpeech and explictell 1 
words. So that the hearer would be 
naturally as attentive to the one mode off 1 
W as to the other. ; 
Nothing can be conceived clearer - 
or more expreſſive of ſuch a fea/?, than 
the 3 


7 
2 
[= os 
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the circumſtances attending the inſtitu- 
lion of this; as may appear from hence, 
hat we, who live in an age when ſuck 
modes of converſe are, and have been 
Jong diſuſed, yet ſee, in theſe circum- 
Wfances of time, occaſion, and mode of 
Sexpreſlion, ſuch an aptitude to convey 


tue idea of a feaſt after the ſacrifice, as, 
am perſuaded, ſufficiently informs 


every capable perſon of the nature of 
mis feaſt. 


3. Tho' the Diſciples are indeed re. 


j 7 ee by the Evangeliſts as exceed 
1 4 ing low and dull to apprehend the thing: 


2 God, yet this concerned only the 


Le meaning of ſuch things; from 
F bi which their inveterate prejudices for a 


| carnal economy had ſhut up all their fa- 


BF culties; ſo as to deny any introduction 
do a new Religion, oppolite to the tem- 
Pioraiy purpoſes of their old one. Tt doth 


not appear, they had any natural defect 
of apprehenſion to underſtand a plain 
alluſion to the rites and cuſtoms of their 


A Law; which the inftitution 1 in queſtion 


r * 


| directly objected to them, 


D | But 
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_ enforce his reaſoning, are adapted only I 


the reſt of the diſciples from doing the 


nion; and that all which was revealed to 


26 The Nature and End 


But what is here urged will receive | 1 
further light as well as ſtrength from che | 1 
remarkable reaſoning of St. Paul upon f | 
this holy Myſtery. We have ſeen 1 40 
that the language he employs to ne 2 
his ideas, and the ſimilitude he brings to 


to the conſideration of the laſt Supper's # 
being a feaſt upon a ſacrifice. Now one 5 3 
or other of theſe things will needs follow, 
Either that he had an expreſs weint 3 | 
as well of its nature as of the Hiſtory of 
its inſtitution, from Chriſt himſelf, at the 
time of his converſion ; or that he logi- 3 
cally inferred this its nature from the 
ſeveral circumſtances of the mien of 
the inſtitution, ; 
If we hold the firſt, The diſpute is at 
an end: If the ſecond, What hindered | 


SSIS REES « 8 
7 ; AN nets nee? 2 2 
„SSS 
. o e 
8 4 4 : 


Ste 2 
. 


ſame? 
I ſhould be inclined to the latter opi- 
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him by Jeſus, was the hiſtory of the in- = 
ſtitution as we find it recorded in the 4 
Goſpel. His own words, where he tells 

| us 


of the Lord's SUPPER. 27 
eus, how he came by his knowledge, ſeem 
o decide in favour of this opinion. 
For I have received (ſays he) of the 
Lord, that which alſo I deliver unto 
+ you, That the Lord Jeſus, the ſame 
T „ night in which he was betrayed, took 
RF bread: And when he had given thanks, 
'J 55 © he brake it, and ſaid, Take, eat; this 
v, 9 . is my body, which is broken for you: 
n, 5 W this do in remembrance of me. After 
of 7 the ſame manner allo he took the cup, 
BF when he had ſopped, ſaying, This cup 
i- RF is the new teſtament in my blood: this 
do ye, as oft as ye drink it, in remem- 
brance of me. For as often as ye eat 
| © © this bread and drink this cup, ye do 
WE hew the Lord's death till he come (4). 
* his is the whole of his account concern- 
Ing the hiſtory of the inſtitution, He then 
Wproceeds, in the next verſe, to reaſon from 
WS: — < Wherefore whoever ſhall eat this 
L . bread and drink this cup of the Lord 
n ” 4 * unworthily ſhall be guilty of the body 
ne and blood of Chriſt,” 
ny 5 | 
1% a (4) 1 Cor, xi. 26 
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28 The Nature and End 


So far then as to the surIC IE Nr 
DECLARATION of the mind of Jeſus to 


his 7mmediate followers, concerning the 


nature of this holy Rite. The Reader, 
perhaps, may think this reaſoning not a 


little ſtrengthened by what the excellent 
Cudworth ſays of this matter. oo 


« fancies of our own, we come now to | 1 


« DEMONSTRATE that the Lord's 9 | 
is a feaſt upon ſacrifice; in the ame 
« manner with the Jeavifp and Heathen. Þ 
« And that from a place of Scripture E 
„ where all theſe three are compared to- 
«« gether and made exact parallels to one 


another. 1 Cor, x. 14— 21. Where 
* the Apoſtle's ſcope being to convince i 
<< the Corinthians of the unlawfulneſs of „ 


« ſhews, that tho' an idol was % 14% 
* nothing, yet morally, to eat of things 
* {acrified to Idols in the Idol's temple 
% was to conſent with the ſacrifices, and 
 * to be guilty of them. This he illu- 
« ſtrates ft by a parallel Rite in the 
« Chriſtian religion, where eating and 

drink- 
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( crifice. 
of ſthe ſame rite amongſt the Jews, 
= © where always they that ate of the ſa- 
( crifices were accounted partakers of 
the Altar. Therefore, as to eat the 
body and blood of Chriſt in the Lord's 
“ Supper, is to be made partaker of 5 
( ſacrifice; as to eat of the Jewiſh ſacri- 
5 % fices was to partake in the legal ſacri- 
W <* fices themſelves ; ſo to eat things of- 
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of the LoRD's SUPPER. 
W << crinking of the body and blood of 
W- Chriſt in the Lord's Supper is a real 
= coMMuUNnN!CATION in his death and ſa- 


29 


Secondly from another parallel 


f fered up in ſacrifice to idols was to be 
made partakers of the idol ſacrifices, 


and therefore was unlawful, 


The 
things which the Gentiles ſacrificed, 


"ME © they ſacrificed to Devils, but Chriſt's 
body and blood was offered up in ſa- 


; | & crifice to God, and therefore they could 


not partake both of the ſacrifice of the 


XX © true God, and the ſacrifice of Devils. 


„St. Paul's argument here muſt needs 
* {uppoſe aPERFECT ANALOGY between 
e thele three, and that they are aLr 
* PARALLELS to one another, or elſe it 


D 3 hath 


30 The Nature and End = 
% hath no ſtrength. Wherefore I con» 
« clude from hence that the Lord's Supper 
te is the ſame amongſt Chriſtians, in re- 
* ſpe of the Chriſtian ſacrifice, that, 
„ amongſt the Jews, the feaſts upon the 
« legal ſacrifices were; and, amongſt 
the Gentiles, the feaſts upon the idol- 
* ſacrifices; and therefore epulum ſacri- WM 
** ficale or epulum ex oblatis.” (5) : 
But this apoftolic reaſoning, ſo well 
inforced by the modern Doctor, our 
learned Writer found himſelf obliged to 
explain away, before he could eſtablith 
his own Hypothelts. | 2 
Firſt then, he gives us a long para- 
phraſe on the reaſoning of St. Paul (6); 
which, you may be ſure, he makes very 
conformable to his own Syſtem. But to 
this, it is enough to oppoſe the ſhort one 
of Dr. Cudworth juſt now delivered. 
And what is wanting in the weight of its 
authority, ſome may think to be ſuffi. 


* 
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(5) A diſcourſe concerning the true nature of 
The Lord's ſupper. Chap. iv. 


(6) From p. 32 to 29, 
ciently 
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9 gently ſupplied by the advantage of a 
= 3 favourable prejudice, That 
5 2x e ſenſe which is eaſieſt, and needs the 


Eeweſt words to explain, is the moſt likely 


3 Jo be the true.” However, where the 
. writer ſupports his own para- 
: : | hraſe by critici/m or reaſoning, he will 
5 x eſerve all our reſpect and attention. 


Firſt then, on the words—T he cuß— 


ich wwe Bleſ, is it not the communion of 
e blood of Chriſt? The bread which we 


ea, is it not the communion of the body: 


Chriſt ?—he obſerves, that ! tho' this 
be interpreted by many learned men 
to ſignify a communion, or partaking of 


* all the benefits of Chriſt's body broken, 
and blood ſhed, yet, he thinks, the 
words cannot have that ſignification—- 
5 “ That, the greek word Kararia, uſed 
by the Apoſtle, and the word com- 
E nunion, which is latin, both ſignify 


a JOINT PAR TAK ING, or a partaking 
* of ſomething in common with others 
* of the ſame ſociety. And this joint 


* , of Chriſt's body and blood 


can fignify no more than eating his 


« body 
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in his epiſtle to the Philippians, where WY 


22 The Nature and End 2, 
body and drinking his blood as a fo. F 
« ciety of his diſciples (7).” 4 
To this, it may be ſufficient to obſerve, 1 
that if, by the word Ko:rorie, the Apoſtle 3 
had meant, as the learned writer ſup- W 
poſeth he did mean, @ Joint partaking, or 
a partałing in common ewith our fellow 1 
Chriſtians of the bread and wine, he would 
have expreſ/ed his meaning. In the text, 
there is not a tittle of 7e//pw Chri/tians or bl 
others of the ſame ſociety. It is Kowwvia i: 
Ts d,? — Kottavid Ts couaTO— 1 
the communion of the blood the communion © 
of the body. Had he meant what the | 1 
learned writer makes him to mean, he 0 ; 
would doubtleſs have ſaid Koywvia vuor Wl 
eig T9 our communion in the body, 1 5 
1 e. your eating of it jointly. St. Paul 2 
knew how to expreſs himſelf properly. 1 
And if this had been his meaning, he BY 
would have expreſſed himſelf in ſome 1 4 
ſuch manner; as appears from a paſſage Wl 


15 YE roteiledly ſpeaking of this joint | 4 7 


(7) p. 3940» 


1 3 of a bleſſing. Kowovie 
Nr 45 70 HL aſyiam (8) our commu- 


1 Ind profeſhon of it. 

f But the fallacy of the reaſoning ſeems 
ä 4 b þo lye! in the ſenſe the learned writer gives 
Wo the Greek and Latin words, as if they 
® ſignify nothing but a joint par- 
* with ſome other man, or body of 
* en: and then indeed they could ſigni- 
2 nothing elſe, in this place, but what 
x ey ſignified in all others. But He 

Feems not to have conſidered, that tho? 

. ww this be their direct and original 
3 We ne, yet, as is common to moral modes, 
„ Wrhey had taken another, by their being 
to ſpiritual beings, as well as to 


3 may be ſcen in St. Paul's Epiſtle to the 
1 3 rubegiane Kowovie re, Tor duTs8, 
1 ; (9) the fellowyhip or communion of his fuf- 
ii. Now, when thus applied, the 
dea of our joint fellowſhip with men is 
not contained, except where that fellow- 


(3) Phil, 1. 5. (9) Phil, iii. 10. 
8 = ſhip 
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-” . Pon in the Goſpel, i. e. your joint belief 


man; nay even to inanimate things, as 
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34 The Nature and E nd £ St 
ſhip is expreſſed : as will appear from the 2 
following words of the ſame Apoſtle. 
Ko νi . Ts Ys — the Communion of the Fs 
Son (1); Keri Ts ayis Tread F + 
the communion of the Holy G (2). Ini 
theſe inſtances, there 1s no pretence for 1 co 
admitting the idea of à joint-partaking Þ 2 
aith our felloau- Chr ifttans ; ; with whom, 
however, we believe in common in the A WW 
Sen, and in the Holy Ghe/t; becauſe here - 
is no joint act, defined by time and 


place, as in the inſtitution of the laſt Sup- Mm 
Pidee, p 


per: which, I ſuppoſe, is the reaſon of 
the learned Author's giving this ſenſe to 
the communion f the body and blood. - 
But to make it till more apparent, 0 
that where the ſacred writers uſe the . 
word Kivi in this conſtruction, to 
Egnify our union with our ſalvation, no 
ſuch joint partaking is to be underſtood, 
it will not be 1mproper to conſider the 

1 

4 


following paſſage, where St, John ex- 
preſly diſtinguiſheth the communion with 
Chriſt, from the communion or fellow- 


(x) 1 Cor. i. 9. (2) 2 Cor. xiii, 13. WW 


ſhip 
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3 with one another. EAV & j? 574 
ria eher fu dV); — KotVortcay 
Lu uer dAMnAev (4). But if abe 
2 1 abe hae fellowſhip with him—ave have 
5 3 E//onr;/bip æbith one another; and by this 
1 ” de of inference, and only by this, the 
munion of the blood, and the communion 
% body, may likewiſe ſignify what 
> learned Writer would have it, a 
5 . -partaking, or communion with one 
er. 
The learned writer then goes on, to 
©... on the paſſage in queſtion : and, 
| 6 en he hath done that, returns afreſh 


. criticiſe the word KSνπο ,,. It may 
t be improper, therefore, before we 
Wocced to his rraſpning on the paſſage, 
1 e conſider what he further urgeth 1 in be- 
3 n Walt of his ſenſe of Kowwovia ; and ſo, 
A* all his criticiſms together. He tells 
gs then, that * there is little ground for 
che remark of ſome learned men, that 
. 12 the word Koivovie { communion) is uſed 
where the inward or /þiritual part of 


(4) 1 Gen. Ep. i. 6, 7. 
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« the Lord's Supper is ſpoken of; ai Z 
«the word us]sy 1, (partaking ) aft 


« wards uſed, where the external only i 
« meant; when we ſee the word Kozanil 
% {communicants} here uſed with regal 
« to idols; where no ſpiritual part cou 


& be thought of. For the whole argu | by 


ment ſuppoſes an Idol to be nothin 
e and the Chriſtians concerned, to ha 
< no thought of receiving good or han 
« from thoſe idols. — Now the ſan 
% words being uſed with with regard ti 
Chriſt and thoſe Dzmons [Kwvariif 
« and Ko:rwrer in one verſe; and u]iya 
in another} it follows that Communiaf 
ce and partaking are words of the ſam 
« fonification in both caſes (5),” 3 

There 3 is no ground, he ſays, for t 0% 
diſtinction; ſince, in the place in queſtion 
Kol vc, is uſed when no 3 poi 


4 


Lay 


455 KR 


00 t, when the queſtion was of — 
nicating with Jabls? No, for St. Pali 
ſays, an Idol is nothing. 8 This 1s trol 


(5) P. 45, 46. 
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et he ſays, at the ſame time, that theſe 
l, were Devils; for that the Gentiles 
I crificed to Devils, and that theſe dh 
ö Lat of ſuch ſacrifices had communion with 
Pei. Now, the Dev1L, in St Paul's 
Ppinion, was /omething, He ſays, in- 
an Idol is nothing. But does he 
i Mean a metaphyſical non-entity ? Sure - 
. not: for he immediately adds, that 
Whe hing offered to them was likewiſe no- 
*. He muſt uſe the negation there- 
i ore in a moral ſenſe, © That no benefits 
Poold accrue to the idolatrous worſhip- 
1 But this is conſiſtent enough 
Pith the moral entity of the Devil: and 
while that remained, a piritual part 

| b | C.., avell.be thought of; when the Apoſtle 
poke of communicating ewith him. The 
z if onſequence is, that the criticiſm of 


2 Ween Kervovid and ps]txevitands-good, 

4 for any thing this learned writer hath 
laid to the contrary. Couſider the 
7 * words hat ſay I then? That the Hol 
any thing, or that whith' is offered to 
als any thing? But I ſay that the thimgs 
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ic tbe Gentiles ſacrifice, they /acrifiel 100 4 
Dewils, and not to God: and 1 would 1 


that ye ſhould hawe fellowyhip (or commu | | 
nion) with Devils. There ſeems to bil 
no great difficulty in the Apoſtle's mean 


ing; which amounts plainly to this“ 1 
Gentile idol, as a protector and bene face 


8 


tor, is indeed nothing, their Idols being £ 


the celeſtial bodies, deceaſed Anceſtor 


Legiſlators, or Kings: but the Author of 


Gentile Idolatry was the Dewi; there. 


fore, ſays he, tho' ye can poſſibly receiv} 


no benefit from Idols, ye may yet re 


£ * 
8 
FFF 88 — 
Foy Tc e 
N We SEE: e n 
r 
: * WW 


ceive real damage from the Devil, the : 


declared enemy of mankind.” So tha 


admitting with the learned writer, again 


all evidence of Antiquity, That the 
Chriſtians concerned, had not any thought 
of recetving good or harm from thoſe Idols 
yet, (which is more to the purpoſe) wil 
ſee St. Paul had. | #3 


For whatever notions the Gentiles, 0 


the gentilized Jews of this time, had 9 : 
Demons, every man who reads the Ne 
Teſtament with attention will be force L, 


to confeſs, that the ſacred writers never 


3 I 


" 


1 


r 
7. 
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ce i | of the Lokp's SUPPER. 39 
"4 ſe the word (and they uſe it often) but 
1 1 Pey always mean Satan and his An- 
0 de ele, the Powers of darkneſs, Reprobates 
7 1 rom God and goodneſs. The good and 
ef 2 4 il Demons of Gentiliſm, were indeed 
3 6.4], not of the Altar, but of the 
einge 4 rain, which the ſacred writers eſteemed 
tori 5 NoTHINGS: And yet, of that 
r ll Bapital enemy of mankind, the Pa gans 
ere. f tem to have received ſome obſcure tra- 
cir btion; but not unmixed with their 
le 9 Hen invented ſuperſtitions: Which pre- 
te ring ſome traces of reſemblance to 
ch. e truth, and giving ſome conformity 
ain in the languages of Truth and Error, 
ach made ſome men draw ſtrange con- 
Wluſfions, as if the Founders of our holy 
1 eligion had taken the advantage of 
WP 22an Superſtition to form a Syſtem. of 
BD: voxo.ocyt agreeable to the precon- 
: f reived fancies of their Converts. 
b ; We now come to the learned writer's 
sonic on the paſſage. If we 
obſerve the Apolile's deſign in this 
8: argument, it will appear that he had 
n +1 | $4 „ 
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40 The Nature and End 
* not the leaſt occaſion to ſpeak here of i ” 


the BENEFITS of Chriſt's death. H 


* defign was to incite the Corinthians to 8x 
* fee from laolatry, by ſhewing then 5 1 
* what a crime it muſt be in a Chriſtian 3 
* to do what was accounted honour to 
the Gods of the Heathens, by ating þ 
« upon and partaking of their ſacrifices, Þ z 
* In order to do this it was not his pur. 1 
« poſe to ſay, By eating bread and drink 1 N 
« ing Tine in the Lord's ſupper, you par- ; | 
« take of all the BENEFITS of Chriſt's 
« death; and therefore you cannot eat of 
*« the Heathen ſacrifices, Neither do Ik 
fee that this is any argument at all to \ 
the point in view. But to ſay, by et.. 
ing bread and drinking wine, &c. you | | 
„eat, drink, and partake of them, not as | 1 
* aft a common meal, .but of bread and bf 1 
** avine, called the bedy and blood of Chriſt, is ; 
in remembrance of and in honour to him, 
and acknowledgment of his being your 
** maſter, ther: fore you cannot, without i 
1 great abſurdity and guilt, pay the Sam 
* fort of honour to falſe gods by Feaſting 


1% avith their votaries, upon their 7 7, 
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em * uthor's repreſentation of St. Paul's de- 
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- of the LoRD's SUPPER. 41 
his, I ſay, is an argument to his pur- 


* poſe, nd proves all he aimed at (6).“ 
I. Firſt then, Admitting the learned 


„ gn to be fairly given“ that it was only 
co incite the Corinthians to flee from 
„ Idolatry, yet I do not ſee, according 
i the Author's own way of reaſoning, 

hy it was not as much to the purpoſe 

P. the Apoſtle to urge the laſt Supper's 

Peing a communion of the body and blood 
1 2 Fd Upon the ſacrifice, as tO urge that 
| he laſt Supper was not a common meal, 
b 2 celebrated in remembrance of and in 
b bonour to Chriſt, Now, this laſt, he owns 
as an argument to the purpaſe. Why then 
Nn he exclude the other? He imme- 


diately ſubjoins the reaſon -i ALONE 
1 4 prowes all that he [the Apoſtle] aimed at. 
| 250 here, as I ſuſpect, lurks a fallacy.— 
1 | Fw this alone proves the great ab- 


uu and guilt of theſe idolatrous Co- 
Wrinthians ; Therefore, they were not to 
Ive puſhed further. According to this 


4 ben, Whenever a Miniſter of juſtice 


(6) P, 40, 41. 
E 3 Pro- 
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proſecutes a tranſgreſſor of the Laws, it | 
would be to the purpoſe to prove him 
guilty of het, but to prove that theft, 
a ſacrilege, utterly impertinent. In a 


word, the learned writer argues as if he 
thought it much to the purpoſe to urge 


the genus of the action, which proves 
them, as the learned writer ſays, guilty 


of a great crime and abſurdity, but nothing 


at all to the purpoſe to inſiſt on the ſpecies 


of it, which proves them, as St. Paul 


ſays, gtilty of the body and blood of the 
Lord, 1. e. his murderers, | 

But it will be objected, That this illus 
ration of the learned perſon's argument 
hath a glare of abſurdity which we do 
not ſee in the argument itfelf. It is 
true, it hath ſo: For in the argument it- 
ſelf, the glare is taken off by the artful 
or accidental ſubſtitution of one term for 
another, benefits for communion; the feet. 
of the thing for the thing itſelf. The 
learned perſon obſerves, that it was not 
to St. Paul's purpoſe (when his defign ava, 
to exctt? the Corinthians to flee from ido» 


latry ) te talk of the BENEFITS of Chrif?'s 
death, 
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of the Lord's SUPPER, 43 


B 1-14h, I do not know any one who 
1 Ino ught it was: Not even St. Paul him- 
55 elf, if we may judge by his ſilence. 
WF or he hath not a ſyllable about BENE- 
GS :Ts. Of the communion of the body and 
Y 70 of Chriſt he indeed ſpeaks largely: 
And this ſeemeth to the purpoſe: For if 
he celebration of the Lord's Supper 
Vogt them to ſo near a conjunction 
ich Him, it muſt be an aggravation 
: Goth of their guilt and their abſurdity to 
Wilt at the celebration of a fimilar feaſt, 
Pa religion at enmity with His. The 
4 70 ariſing from this near conjunc- 
45 05 on, is another conſideration; which 
[ Noth not direttly, but obliguely _ affect 
he point in queſtion. 

II. But ſecondly, To excite the Corin- 
Wins to flee from Idolatry was not (as 
cms to be inſinuated) the coe of the 
poſtle's intention in this place. That 
Pater is particularly inforced in the eighth 
0 chapter: and tho' it be here taken up 
Pain in the tenth, it is only as it maketh 
1 Fart of a different ſubject, namely the 
RF ARlOUS PROFANATIONS OF THE 
yh | Lonny's 
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Lord's TABLE, of which, the Corn. A 
thians had been guilty. And this is 
handled from the firſt verſe of the tenth | 
Chapter to the thirty fourth verſe of the 4 [ 
eleventh; interrupted by a digreſſion, 'Y 
concerning order in their aſſemblies (7): 
For they had neglected the rules he left! 
with them concerning that point of Di. 
cipline. And his words, Be ye folloxweri) 5 
of me, &c. (8) ſuggeſting a reproof, 1 


occaſioned the intermediate digreſſion: 


A 
424 
1 
1 
1 
from whence, he returns to his main 4 
ſubject, the profanations of the Lordi 2 
table: which he had introduced by n 
obſervation of the ſame miſbehaviour in 
their Forefathers: Who, like them, when 1 


under the conduct of Moſes, had, in va. + 
rous ways, abuſed thoſe miraculous ble. 

ſings of manna from Heaven, and wate! 

FE the Rock: which St. Paul elegant) : | E 

accommodates to this occaſion— For tu 

aid all eat the ſame ſpiritual meat; — 
did all drink the Jame ſpiritual arink ; i 


they drank of that ſpiritual rock that fi 


(7) From ver. 2 to 76 of chap. Xi. (8) cf 1 
Xi. ver. Is 8 | 


3 
n 


6 / the Loxp's SurèpER. 45 
in- i Wed them; and that rock was Chrift (9). 


N Sw the profanations in queſtion con- 


is 

nth 4 5 Ned! in theſe two points, The frequent- 
the a the Pagan ſeaſts (1): And the mak- 
on, J ig no diſtinction between the Lord's 

7) 1 Pper and their ordinary repaſt (2): But 
lelt th crime of profanation riſing in pro- 
Dil. tion to the dignity of the thing pro- 
vers 1 ed, it was much to the Apoſtle's pur- 
£ 1 ; We, if not to ſpeak of the benefits of 

on: : A iſt's death, yet to ſhew the laſt Supper 
zal | 4 de the communion of the body and * 
rd i} = iſt. 

T Hrhe learned writer's other argument 
be ” Pina the received interpretation, is as 
ben, LOWS Te cannot arink the cup of” 
va, 2 Lord and the cup of Dewils, Ye can- 
10 pot be partakers of the Lord's table and 
aten . table of Devils, is the concluſion 
0 EY the Apoſtle's reaſoning. And this 


Cannot poſſibly fignify © Ye cannot 


thi 

or = partakers of the BENEFITS of the 
” Lord's table and of the BENEFITS of 
e I re table of the heathen deities:“ for 
b ©) Chap. x. J, 4 · (x) Chap, wy (2) Chap, 


ran ver. 17. 


66 no 
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no benefit could poſſibly be brate 1 {| 
by him to accrue from theſe, even toll 
« the heathen worſhippers themſelves, — 
«« Conſequently, when, at the beginning A a 
* of the argument, and to introduce 
* only his concluſion, he aſks, The cup 
& z5 it not the communion, &c. he muſt be 'Y 
*« ſuppoſed to mean what alone was to 
« his purpoſe, ** Is not our j0:nt-partal. 
*« ing of bread and wine in the Lord 
«« Supper a religious partak ing of what 
are memorials of Chriſt's body and 
blood ?”—the premiſes therefore can 5 
** not be ſuppoſed to contain in then 
« what has no relation to the concianny 
drawn from them. In the cencluſu n 
1 of partaking of the table of Devil it 
„ muſt be allowed that nothing is cal 
« about benefits: in the dre fos there- 
« fore, of the communion of the Body af 
« oed, which lead to this, it was not 
« the Apoſtle's defign to ſpeak of em- 
« fits ; but only of the /fgnificancy of that 
« rite, as an ac of religious honour pail 


« by Chriſtians to their Maſter 3). 5 
(3) P. 43, 44. 


1 


of the Loxp's SUPPER, 47 
ow, not to repeat what hath been 

Weady obſerved of the Fallacy, which 
'3 S hs thro' the learned perſon's whole 
F gument, by ſubſtituting BENEFITS for 
9 I MUNION ; ; which, however, is of 
3 1 ch importance; for, tho' the par- 
2] ers of the Pagan feaſts could receive 
6 benefits from Devils, yet they might 
35 de in communion with them: Not, I ſay, 
Meepeat what hath been already urged, 

Vill be ſufficient to obſerve againſt 
learned perſon's reaſoning, that it is 
nded on a ſuppoſition, that St. Paul 
add not argue, ad hominem, as the logi- 
as ſpeak : For if He could / argue, 
obſervation hath no force. It is a- 
ed, that Sz. Paul believed no benefits 
| Wd accrue to the heathen worſhippers from 
„aol. But, if thoſe worſhippers 
mſelves believed they could, what 
old hinder a good reaſoner, like St. 
al, from telling theſe paganized Chri- 
ans, that the benefits from Idol-feafts, 


re incongruous and inconſiſtent ; what, 
= ns but the * illogical liberty 
be of 


ay Wd the benefits from the Lord's table, 


(i 


48 The Nature and End © 3 1 
of arguing ad hominem ? That theſe wii 
Chriſtians, who went knowingly to t q 
idol feaſts, were as likely to expect bell 
fit from them, as the early Tews, wa 
joined idolatrous worſhip to that of 1 


God of Iſrael, is what, I think, no nal 


can deny. Againſt ſuch Chriſtians, iſ 
Paul might reaſon hy pothetically; 20% 43 


for argument's ſake, grant the bend | 


the Lord's 3 And his I ſuppal : 
is the common practice of all mankind 
their reaſoning on the like occaſion. lf 
The learned writer then proceeds 9 | 
the confutation of thoſe who hold the lf 
Supper to be an euchar eee 94 


1 the Church of England 15 
at all concerned, yet as the oo 1 
of the Lord's Supper in this point is agi 
a common Adverſary, I am proud ro jo VN 
with the learned writer. to confute t 
{trance idea of an Enchariftical comme 


rative Sacri fice, v which the pious and tu 3 : 


ol 
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.. 
GY . 
3 ; 
». 


ik another, by this Argument. That 
's being commemorative no more hin- 
21 ? = it from being a proper ſacrifice 
an the typical and figurative ſacrifices 
bf che old law bindered them from 
Scing proper ſacrifices. For as to be 
type (faith this learned man) doth 
2 dot deſtroy the nature and notion of a 


9 4 ATIVE and commemorative doth not 
2 2 Peſtroy the nature of an evangelical 
crifce 1 This is well put; but 
9 WI by no means bear the teſt. In or- 
_ W to detec the fallacy of this inge- 
cs reaſoning, I muſt beg leave to 
. 'Y We recourſe to the principles laid dov/n 

; Phe Div. Leg. (55 7 

It is allowed then, that the paſchal 
, and the Lord's Supper, are both 
12 bis auith a moral import; and, conſe- 
Wntly, are both Types. How comes 
hen to paſs, (might Mr, Nelſon af) 


Lite of Bp, Bull, p. 483. (5) Bock iv. §. 4. 
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1 der woured to free from the apparent ab- 
3 ; ſu Gity of one ſacrifice's being commemora- 


aal ſacrifice, ſo, to be reyrESeEN- - 
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that the paſchal Lamb will admit the " 
ture of a ſacrifice, and yet the Lord 


Supper will not? For this plain reaſon bp | 
The relation which the pa/chal Lan 


=] 


from the followers of the Law. Its ara 


5 


e 


bore to the Archetype on the Croſs was 1 
at the time of the inſtitution, for the 
wiſe ends of Providence, kept a leer 5 


import therefore, (and as a TYPE it mul, 2 


have a moral import ) could be only a 921 | 
crifice. The caſe is widely different uM 


the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper. Itiff 1 
declared, by the Inſtitutor himſelf, to b 1 1 


a commemoration of his death and ſuffer , 
ings. Here, the relation between rhe b 


type and archetype is declared to all: con 


ſequently, its moral import is a comment 
rative feaſt on a ſacrifice; but the ideal f 
of ſuch a feaſt neceſſarily ExcLupes i} 4 
ſacrifice ; tor the Thing done, and the can 8 
antmoration of the thing done, can never beg 
an action of the ſame kind. However 
adm itting it could be ſo; yet this typi 
having it's moral import in a cemmæemora 'F 
tion, can never acquire another, of a E 


crifice : which, in metaphyſical conception 1 
woull 3 A = 


2 
. 


8 e 


3 
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. 5 Wd be as monſtrous as a double body, 
ral. But, to ſhew, in one word, 


(on BE i crence, where the learned perſon 


an aks there is none — Take away the na- 
5 tu e of a ſacrifice from the Type of the 
2½/ Lamb, and you leave it no moral 
„: that is, you deprive it of it's na- 
Wc of a He. But take away the idea 
_ : ac. ifice from the Lord's Supper, and 
a me ain remains a Type ; having ſtill a moral 
3 as. ort, by being a commemoration of the 
It: de Dach and ſufferings of our Lord. 
to 43 1 + BY Nelſon himſelf ſeemed to have 
ufer me confuſed ſuſpicion of the weaknefs 
| wel This inference from the typical Sacrifices 
0 he old Law ; and therefore ſeeing but 
nem l i all connexion between a Sacrifice and 
ide 4 Conmeior arion, (the latter of which 
Es 9 aveys the idea, Scripture gives us of 
3 # E Lord's Supper) he adds the word, r2- 
WW = -:nTaTion; which is indeed con- 
7 9 Rent enough with a Sacrifice: for tho', 
a comnmemoratiwe ſacrifice, we have ne 
nor ſtance in practice, and can ſee no 
q 8 6 3 in idea; yet a repreſentative 
2100 -e is very good ſenſe, and may 
v 01108 Ten ſupported in the command to 
2 Abra- 
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Abraham to offer up his Son. But they A 25 
the Hiftory of the Inſtitution of ti# 
Lord's Supper is not only abe 
ſilent, concerning this repreſentation, bm 


wt - 
DST 
1 


excludes the idea of it by making iti 
commemoration. In concluſion 50 : 
ever, let us obſerve, That a comment ; 
rative facrifice, in the ſenſe Mr, Nelil I 
contends for, is one thing ; and facrifellf 1 
at a commemorative feaſt, of which Ai 4 
tiquity has many examples, 1s quite _ t 
_ 3 

5 

1 


Baut tho' this matter fell ſo fairly 3 
my way, and that I have only follow 


the example which the learned Writ 


fet me, yet it will be of more uſe uf 


. 


0 
return to the Plain Account, and co 


ſider the Author's method of eſtablil 
ing his own Hypotheſis. It hath ber 1 
hitherto eſteemed an eſſential canon 
true criticiſm, that, in order to form 
right judgment of the ſpecific nature il 
any Ordinance or Inſtitution of A ati 
times, we ſhould have a ſpecial regal 
to the notions, manners, and cuſtoms (8 1 
thoſe times; ſince it can hardly be 10 

poſed, that any ſolemn, or public Rig 


be 
23 
E L 
9 "3 
1 * 
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 M Legion would be inſtituted without 
* ee reference to the then prevailing 
: 2 dinions. But the learned Writer of the 
5 bl 4 Lis Accounr, as if the very title of 
book would have been falſified by 
an inquiry, hath attempted to ex- 


nem y 1 in the nature and end of the ſacrament 


[clog * Lord's Supper with as little regard 
rife Phe genius and manners of Antiquity, 
1 Al Jan Engliſh Lawyer would take of 
6 2 „in his reading on a modern act of 


Hiament. 


Bw cannot be better underſtood than 
Tae that the very ſame method 
interpretation, which hath led the 
5 1 ned Writer into one extreme, con- 
ile 2 ing the NATORE OF THE THING; 
led the Papiſts into the direct op- 
5 We, concerning the MEANING OF THE 
2 ros. The celebrated Boss ug r, the 
t artfu!, as well as moſt eloquent, 
vocate of the papal Cauſe, reſts all 
4 __—_ of the L1TERAL interpreta- 
ms 4 tio | of the words, This is my body——This 
e fa 4 blood—on this very PRINCIPLE, 
Cc RY | 1 at the inſtitution of the Lord's ſup- 
1 F 3 per 


But the ill effects of uch a partial 


1 
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per ſtands fingle and alone ; detachelf 
from all preceding diſcourſe; and un 7 
related to any contemporary Rite. Hil 
words are theſe 


ws racle, nor any thing incom prehenfb 
«« in the Euchariſt; that the breaif 7 
« broken was a repreſentation of tl , 
body offered, and the wine poured on A 
6 of the blood which was ſhed : tht : 
© Teſus Chriſt, when he inſtituted thei 
« ſacred ſymbols, gave them the Name 
Jof the things ſignified : however, hal 2 
** theſe were. not naked Signs, nor i 
„ ſimple Repreſentation ; fer that thi 
« remembrance- and belief of the boi 2 
© offered and the blood ſhed for up | 
* nouriſhed and ſuſtained cur ſouls; a E 
** further, that the holy Spirit ſealed 1 V 
1% fremiſſion of ſins, in our hearts. Th 73 
he ſaid, was the whole of the Myſter® f 
« Now it muſt be owned, that REIT AA 
* HUMAN REASON NOR COMMON SEN 
* SUFFERED THE LEAST FORCE NN 
„ THIS EXPLANATION. The words Wi 
“ Scripture only, made all the difficulrl f 


And yet, when "one party urged, 1 . 
| 10 1 1 l 
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7M is my body ; The other had their 
LL * Wn (wer ready — TI am the vine — I am 
4 | 5. 2 door — that rock Was Chriſt 
© "il t is true, that theſe inſtances came not 
p to the point. When Jeſus Chriſt ſaid 
2771, my body— This is my blood — 
e was neither propounding a Para- 
ee, nor explaining an Allegory. The 
ora, wHicH ARE DETACHED AND 
3 *:; EPARATE FROM ALL OTHER DIs- 
ovasx, carry their whole meaning 
Sn themſelves. The bufineſs in hand 
as the inſtitution of a 2 Rite, which 
1 a the uſe of SIMPLE TERMS : 
i % nd that place in Scripture is yet to be 
9 Covered, where the Sign hath the 
YH Hame of the Thing ſignified given to 
; add 2 It at the 1noment of the inſtitution of | 
ed wel 7 8: - Rite, and WITHOUT ANY LEAD= 
Tu 1 NG PREPARATION (6),” On the 

0 foun- 


a 7 ) Zuingle diſoit poſitivement, qu'il n'y avoit 
1 1 t de miracle dans l' Euchariſtie, ni rien d' in- 
| Pprehenſible; que le pain rompu nous repréſen- 
le corps immolé, et le vin, Je ſang rẽpandu; 
Leos Chcift en inſt tuant ces ſignes (acres leur 
1 | | at 


8 . 


e 
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56 The Nature and End 6, 
foundation of this reaſoning it is that thi 5 
celebrated Prelate obſerves, in another 
place, That Luther continued Was 
cibly ſtruck with the force and ſimpl 
* city of the words, — This is my body 


avoit donné le nom de la choſe ; que ce n tui F 
pourtant pas un imple ſpectacle, ni des ſignes tu 
a fait nis ; que la mẽmoire et la foi du corps in 
mole et du ſang repandu ſoutenoit notre ame; qu * . 
cependant le Saint-Eſprit ſcelloit dans les cœun 10 9 
remiſſion des pechẽs; et que c' ẽtoit la tout le my 1 F 
ere, La raiſon et le ſens kumain n'avoient rial 

a ſuffrir dans cette explication. L'Ecriture cl 
de la peine; mais quand les uns oppoſoient, C 
ef? mon corps, les autres repondoient, Fe ſuis | 1 9 s 
vigne, je ſuis la porte, le pierre ctoit Chriſt, II ie 5 
vrai que ces exemples n'etoient pas ſemblables. Q 9 0 
n'ẽtoit ni en propoſant une parabole, ni en exp | 
quant une allegorie, que Jeſus Chriſt avoit dit, Cl 
eft mon corps, ceci eſt mon ſang, Ces PARROT 
DET ACHEES DE TOUT AUTRE DISCOU Rs po ; 
toient tout leur ſens en elles-memes. II s agiſſoi f 


d'une nouvelle inſtitution qui devoit etre faite a 


DEN TE. Hiſtoire des Variations, Tem. i. Þ ; 
734. Ed. Par. 1730, _ : 


a 
COTS a 


2 8 


yew” 
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at th 4 bis is my blood. The C hurch had be- 

red, without difficulty, that Jeſus 
5 60 6 hriſt, in order to conſummate his 
— crifce, and fulfil the ancient Figures, 
ch given us to eat the real Subſtance 
8 F his fleſh, offered up for us. She 

aa the ſame idea of the blood ſhed 
5 «| br our iniquities, Accuſtomed, from 


Wc, and to the ineffable favours of 


7 vine love, thoſe impenetrable won- 
Ers contained in the literal ſenſe did 


tr could perſuade himſelf, that Jeſus 
orig either purpoſely obſcured the 
WW ication of his Sacrament ; or that 
2 Fords ſo ſimple were capable of con- 

4 Ping ſo VIOLENT A FIGURE (J).“ 
_ 0g Thus 
E 67 Luther demeura frappe invinciblement de la 
et de la ſimplicité des ces paroles: Ceci eff 
9 5 corps, Cect e mon ſang ;—L'Egliſe avoit cru 
rour peine, que pour conſommer ſon facrifice et 
. es Whgures anciennes Jeſus-Chriſt nous avoit don- 

ni | manger la propre ſubſtance de fay chair im- 
_- repandu pour nes pechẽs. Accoutumees deg 
2 eine a des my ſteres incomprehenſibles et I 


er birth, to myſteries incomprehenſi- 


9 1 I ſhock: her Faith: And Luther ne- 


Ee pour nous, Elle avoit la meme penſce du 


des 


r — — 


A „ „ 
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in which feaſts, the very body ſacrifel 
was eaten. Now as this Rite was toll 
inſtituted, and firft celebrated, by 3 
very perſon himſelf who was offered lf 
for our Redemption, the Inſtitution my 1 
needs precede the Sacrifice. Of ned 
ſity therefore, ſome /ymbolic elements hk, 
be given, to be received by the Pali 
cipants, inſtead of the very body al 
blood. But, as the fleſ of the ani 
ſacrificed was the meat eaten in the f 
after the ſacrifice, the ſymbolic eleme 
of BREAD AND WINE are naturally, p 
perly, and. elegantly called, his 30 
EF AND BLOOD. : 
1 : Again, if it were the purpoſe of dir 


_. = Wiſdom to give this ecific nature to 
1 FE ; 
„ laſt Supper, we muſt needs concly 


"8 | that Jeſus would 7-{imate ſuch it's natuf 1 
. | to the firſt Participants. 4 
3s But if (as, in fact, was the caſe) il 10 
as ſame Wiſdom thought proper (in call 

formity to ancient religious Cuſtom) Wi 
b intimate this only by the occaſſon, ali 
"ZI through the words of the inſtitutic 
_ then the figurative expreſſions of 30 
ap 
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crif 1 Br 2.000 became NECESSARY: Theſe 
1; to, being fully declarative of the na- 
by e of the Rite. And as a feaſt upon ſa- 
ered a ce, made the uſe of the terms body and 
on to be neceſſary, ſo, on the other ſide, 
nec terms body and Blood ſhew this rite to 
nt ee been 4 /22/7 upon ſacrifice. 
> Pau on the whole, We have indeed, no 
dy I ception how divine Wiſdom could 
anin e trive a more natural, proper, and ele- 
he ft way of acquainting his diſciples, 
lemet th t the Rite, now inſtituted, was of the 
ly, pi na ture of a feaſt upon ſacrifice, than by 
Bering the elements of BREAD anD 
W INE communicated, his Boby ANN 
F dim B Joop. : 
e to i Thus doth the eftabliſhment of the ſpe- 
onclu c nature of this Rite, ſerve to remove 
s nat: ficulty which hath long embarraſſed 
the ſeveral Oppoſers of the doctrine 
ie) WR Tn ans uUBsTanTIATION ; by ſhew- 
in o that the r1curarivE wors of the 
tom) 9 itution are eaſy, natural, elegant, and 
ON, 7 b | ae eſſary. 
tote Wt likewiſe very well accounts for ano- 
7 500 difficulty, which the Advocates for 
1 G a real 


1 $ "XS 
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real preſence throw in the way of cf 
mon ſenſe. They ſay, © If the wal 
of the inſtitution were only metaphu | 
cal; and eſpecially, if the F1GurE wif 
expreſſive of no more than 4 death cl : 
mamorated, they might, and probalf 
would, have been changed in the ui 
ratives, five times repeated, by the ff 1 
Evangeliſts and St. Paul, in diſtff > 
Hiftories, and on different occaſin 
for that, no reaſon can be given of 7 
unvaried uſe of the ſame words but 
cauſe they are to be underſtood LIT 
ALLY : and then, as they were ded 
rative of one of the greateſt myſt EF 
in Religion, there was a neceſſity to 
cord the very terms employed, where 
the hiſtory of the inſtitution was 
lated.” : 
To this we reply, that indeed wg ; 
i the words uſed FIGURATIVELY, and 
1 fieure only expreſſive of a death cond 1 
5 morated, as the learned Author of 
Plalx AccouxT ſuppoſes, it is lf 
ſonable to think, the terms would hi 


es 
— 


IF 2 


1 | been varied, in one or other of the la ” 
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of o 
he i 5; Becauſe, in ſuch a caſe, it is 
raph * | 1 that Writers of ſo 
Ur: wal a rent genius and acquirements would 
mT al have tlie ſame ſentiment eoncern- 
proba * the uſe of theſe preciſe terms; ſo as 
the deem them preferable to any other: 
the il 4 in fact, on this ſuppoſition, they 
diſt 1 br ld not be. But we can by no means 
ccaſinſ the conſequence, That therefore 
are to be underſtood LITERALLY :. 
if we admit the Inſtitution to be 
& nature of a fea ſi upon facrifice, as 
Wave proved it is, there will be the 
e neceſſity for the unvaried uſe of the 
cs, altho' they are fourative, as there 
dd be, altho' they were /itera/, For 
he le preciſe terms are as neceſſary to de- 
te a feaſt upon ſacrifice, the Rite we 
« tend for, as to denote a Sacrifice, the 


ed, we 

: anal mous idea of the Church of Rome. 
5 * lere too let me obſerve, both againſt 
5 of Catholic and Proteſtant Writer, that 
t :- 1 this idea, of a feaſt upon Sacrifice 
1 ich no one, I think, can doubt but 


'M þ primitive Chriſtians had of the Lord's 
oer) d would naturally follow, that 
* G 2 Anti- 


IC eons tute 
. 3 
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Rite in the 8 terms of ee 


as that, thro' which, the higheſt benef 


conception of a REAL ann on 
other. 


Jaſus, ſaith he, in the Eben of thiff 
Rite, was neither propounding a Pura : 
nor explaining an Allegory. But when! 
would have us infer from hence, thal 
there could be no other occaſion for Wi 
a figure, he impoſes his uſual art up 
us. He would not ſpeak out. He knew 
there were other occaſions ; ſuch as Til 
declaring the NATURE of a Rite; whiff 
was the caſe in queſtion. But he wou 
cut of our way to this, by ſuppoſing 
to be allowed on all lands, That 
words are detached and ſeparate FRY al 
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1 "1 ber diſcout fo — that there is no leading 
W140i. Now this, we have ſhewn 
be an abſolute falſehood: The eading 
ration was a plain one: It was the 
cual surrER. . The preceding dis- 


ch ::8 
or al 4 was an affecting one: It was the 


on , Ention of his approaching DEATH AND 
_ PFFERINGS. Therefore, the words of 
e Inſtitution do not, as M. Boſſuet pre- 
C.. carry their auhole meaning within 
7 Velos; ; but refer to things preceding 
: . N exterior. He trifles with us, when he 
© Wllenges us to find a place in Scripture 
ebe ſign bath the name of the thing 
nifed, ęzven 79 7t at the moment of the 


o ll : 


arab 


hen he : W:tion of ihe Rite, and WITHOUT 

e, tha 2 TY LEADING PREPARATION, We | 
or Jud f ve ſhewn there was a leading Prepara- | | 
t vp” And that circumſtance proved, | 


WE Biſhop, I ſuppoſe, would retract his 
0 1 

in the mean time, his triumphant 
Incluſion loſes much of it's Luſtre.— 
hat, in a word, (ſays he) which I 
Wp:<ccnd to evince is, the embarras into 
Which the words, This is my body, | " 
G 3 „throws 


e knen 
as Ti ; 
which 
woulf 
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throws all the Proteſtant party. For 
* either we muſt confound all the My- 
* ſteries of Religion, or elſe, give a rea- 
„ ſon why Jeſus hath not uſed theſe 
* fercable terms in any of his Inſtitutions 
« but that of the Jaft Supper. If his 
* body and blood are equally preſent, and 
« as really received by the Faithful elſe. 
* where, in the celebration of every 
© other act of faith, there was no reaſon 
for chuſing theſe STRONG TERMs for 
e the inſtitution of the Fucharif, rather 
than for Baptiſm; and eternal Wiſdom 
“ would, in this caſe, have expreſſed it- 
« ſelf at random. This point I foretell 
« ſhall be the eternal and inevitable con- 
&« fuſion of the Defenders of the Agura- 
„tie ſenſe (7). | 
(7) Car ou il faut embrouiller tous les My fteres, 
ou il faut pouvoir rendre une raiſon pourquoi Jeſus 


Chriſt n'a parle avec cette force que dans la cene · 


Si ſon corps et ſon ſang ſont auſſi preſens et aufi 
reellement regus par tout ailleurs, il n'y avoit au- 


cune raiſon de choiſir ces FORTES PAROLES pour 


P Fuchariſite plutot que pour le Bateme, et la ſageſſe 
eternelle auroit parle en l'air. Cet endroit ſera 
Feternelle et inevitable confuſion des Defenſeurs du 


ſens figure, Hiſtoire des Var. Tom. i. P· 477. 8. 


. 
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= We ſee, this mighty difficulty, which 
z eternally to embarras the Defenders 
of the figurative ſenſe, is confeſſed to be 
at an end, on the diſcovery of one good 


= :afon, Why ſuch forcible terms are em- 


bioyed in the inſtitution of the 44% Sup- 
be, and not in Baptiſn, or in the other 
WE rites of our Religion. To fend it a go- 
ing therefore, we need but obſerve, 
That the laſt Supper, as a fraf? upon 
W /acrifice, referred to the Sacrifice on the 
Cees, in which, the body and bload of 


cCbriſt were offered for our redemp- 


tion. Now, to deſign and indicate ſuch 
W a feaſt by the avords of the inſtitution, 
the forcible terms in queſtion were na- 
WE turally, properly, nay zece/2rily employ- 
ed. And the reaſoning which evinces 
mis, evinces likewiſe that they were-uſed 
| in a figurative /enſe. On the contrary, 
the initiatory Rite of Bapti/m referred 
to another Baptiſm already in uſe; in- 
both of which the matter adminiſtered 
| being <vazer, an element at hand, it was 
rightly called, in the inſtitution of the 
Chriſtian Baptiſm, by it's proper name, 
But 
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But #:/> and blood being the things admi. WM 
niſtered in the ancient fea/?s upon Sacrifice, 
and they not being at hand at the inſti 
tution of the laſt Supper, the elements, 
ſabſtituted in their place, were, in an 
elegant converſion, called by the 7mpre- . 
per, and very nec:/ary names of body and 
blood. Ei 
To illuſtrate this matter a little fur. 
ther.—It may be proper to obſerve, that 
another Rite, the Rite of imnpoſition of 
hands, for procuring the deſcent of the 
Holy Spirit, is called the BayT15m or 
Fire : in which, both the terms are 
Fgurative; as, in the Baptiſm of Water, 
both are /zteral. And why this differ 
ence ? Becauſe the Agent or inſtrument, 
employed in the latter caſe, being 
ſpiritual, there was need of figurative 
names, taken from materia! things, to W 
aid the groſſneſs of our conception con- 
cerning his manner of operation: But 
material things at hand, as in the for- 
mer caſe, needed no ſuch converſion of 
terms. So that all the myſtery in this 
affair, I mean ſo far forth as concerns 

the 
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> terms by which a religious Rite 1s in- 
1 Pied, is only this, That whenthe things 
W of a ſpiritual nature, as the gifts cf the 
Pirit; ; or of a material nature, not yet 
2208 2 (as the fleſh of a ſacrifice not yet 
eered, and therefore needing another 
gay to be ſubſtituted in it's place) There 
Y 4 Peceſſiiy of employing Agurative terms 
Wcomes apparent. But when the thing 
material ſubſtance, at hand, and ac- 
iy employed, as water in Baptiſm, it 
old rather confound than aid our con- 
tions, to uſe improper, that is, ä 
Fe terms. 
7 Thus we ſee, how, by interpreting 
Wripture on the common rules employed 
dhe ſtady of other ancient Writings, 
gat is to ſay, having a ſpecial re- 
rd to the manners, cuſtoms, and opi- 
| . of thoſe Times, the true nature 
. nd genius of the laſt Supper is diſcover- 
d; and the ſacred Inſtitution freed from 
eee injuries to which theſe two extremes 
4 oe long rendered it obnoxious. 
a ut now I ſuppoſe the followers of 
N 4 * Syſtems will by ready to object; 
= 3 what 


1 
wm 
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what the unbeliever will not be back. 
ward to applaud ; © That it ſeems hard 
to imagine, that one of the molt eflential 
Rites of an univerſal Religion, deſigned . 
for all times and places, ſhould ſtand in 
need of the cuſtoms and opinions of a 


particular age and country to explain it's 


nature and genius. For the conſequence 
of this would ſeem to be, the rendering 
it's nature /precarious, and in courſe of 
time, obſcure, and unintelligible.” 5 
To which we reply, That many good 
ends may be diſcovered in this ordi. 
nance ; and, therefore, many more may 
be reaſonably. ſuppoſed, which we can- 
not diſcover, 4 
1. A Religion, however univerſal, 
when promulged in the manner, and 5 
propagated by the inſtruments, which 
God thought fit to employ when he gare 
us the Religion of his Son, mult needs 
have many dependencies on the Times 
which ſaw it's riſe and progreſs. 1 
2. as the Chriſtian Religion roſe upon 
the foundation of the Jewiſh, and be- 
came the final completion of God's re. 
ligious W 
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3 3 þ vious diſpenſations to Mankind, it was 
LES” yery natural for ſeveral of it's parts to 
ear aa reference to that on which it was 
_ cd; it was very commodious that it 
bald do ſo, both to perpetuate it's ela- 
and to manifeſt it's completion. So 
7 a.. on this account, ſuch a Religion, 
1 owe ver univerſal, could not ſtand alone, 
1 be independent of every thing ex- 
5 rior. 
„ This reference to the cuſtoms and 
08 pinion of the times, was further uſeful, 
good im preſing on the Religion fo circum- 
ordi. "by one INDELIBLE MARE of Truth, 
may 9 Wor the uſe of all ages, Had that Reli- 
can · ion, pretending to have ariſen in a re- 
z Wrote age, brought down with it no tinc- 
: : ture of the times, which ſaw its birth and 
creaſe, we might have reaſon to ſuſ pect 
re cibclieve the traditional accounts 
5 och informed us of it's high antiquity. 
Bot when we find upon it fo ſtrong a 
ark of ancientry; and impreſſed in a 
anner ſo zatural as to cauſe no ſuſpi- 
; ion; and in a manner ſo /ure as to af- 
Word no handle for Impoſture, we may 
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character of ſtyle and writing; and as thj 
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abſtract, they would both want one ne 


world had been always held part of tif 
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be confident, that it is of the times iff 
pretends to be. Each Age hath it's chi 
rater of manners, juſt as it hath it 


Critics pronounce on the date of a mal 
nuſcript from the turn of the phraſe, au 
the formation of the letters, ſo Divine 
ſettle the zra of a Religion by the rel 
tion it bears to contemporary cuſtoms af 
practices. But were the Manuscrn 
compoſed in an aniwer/al Character, ang 
did the REL1ciown contain orly the bal 
principles of natural Law, delivered in the 


ceſſary mark to aſcertain their ee 
ages. | | 
4. Again, This refirained peculiariif 1 
obj ected to, on the point in a 3 
ſerves a ſtill further, and greater end. 
15 contrived to be declarative of the rauf 
NATURE of the death and ſufferings g 
Chriſt. That his death on the Croi 
was a SACRIFICE for the ſins of a | 


Catholic Faith ; founded on the exprel 


declarations of Scripture. But tho 
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nes 9 Peas who oppoſe the doctrine of a real 
«cl ” LEDEMPTION, have always ſtriven to 
2 wade the notion of a real ſacrifice ; as 


at on which the doctrine of Redemption 
founded; upon pretence, that the 
Wcripture-expreflions of Chriſt's /acrifice 
1 vere only figurative and alluſory. Now 
i F the Ja Supper, the rite which comme- 
Worates the death of Chriſt, be of the 
| | ature of the feaſts upon ſacrifice, it 1s 


can | 
, a | Elf. evident that the death itſelf was a 
be 5 5 = Sacrifice, and not merely called 


by converſion of terms, or accommo- 

Nation of ideas. 

— | 1 5. As it was contrived to declare the 
Tc] nature of Chriſt's death, fo it like- 


uliari' ice ſerved this further purpoſe, a pur- 


1eſtion . 5 Pose of great importance, to declare 
-nd. 9 . Wc ABOLITION OF SACRIFICES IN RE=- 
; 9 5 8 EALED RELIGION, For if in the moſt 
ings N olemn act of Worſhip, where a Sacrifice 
> Croll 4 wa; took place, a commemoration only 


of Sacrifice is celebrated, it is plain, all 
of U crifcial rites are excluded from that 
expreſ Religion: And, (if that Religion be the 
t tho 1 pompletion of God's religious diſpenſa- 

Seb tions) 
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places. Some good method therefore 
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tions) conſequently, abo/;bed. The 82 
crifice on the Croſs does, indeed, in it 
nature, 2boliſh all thoſe Jewiſh Sacrifice 
which evidently prefigured it; but tf 
be aſſured of the abolition of ſacrifice iff 
general, ſome more expreſs declaration 
like what we find in this ſignificanſ 
Rite, ſeemed to be expedient, : 
6. But laſtly, The very notion of 2 
UNIVERSAL RELIGION, unrelated to, aul 
unconnected with, the times in whichif 
was firſt divulged, is, in truth, repup 
nant to common ſenſe and the nature i 
things. This Religion, as the ObjeQo : | 
tell us, is deſigned for all times ai 


conveying it to poſterity, and of perpet 
ating the conveyance, muſt be thought 
and employed. There are but two wa 
of doing it, by one or other of the 
means of human communication, Ori 
TRADITION or WRITING. Traditi 
hath been ever found inſufficient for ti 
purpoſes of Truth and Religion; al 
incapable of ſecuring either their puriſſ 


or exiſtence, The only method whic | 
11 5 
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ie 8.4 : mains, is by Scripzure : and this being 
n it bc compoſed 1 in the living language of 
ificeiM t age in which the Revelation was 
but u ven, ſome parts of it muſt, in courſe of 
fice i ee, grow obſcure: as depending on the 
ation 5 tcumitances of the uſers, whoſe cuſ- 
ifa and manners give the ſhape and 
ouring to all their diſcourſe. 80 
t, to underſtand the exact ſenſe of the 
ns, and the full energy of the phraſe, 
W cuſtoms and manners of the times, 
vw yt ich faſhioned the words and orna- 
Ented the idiom of the language, muſt 
„ Feet be diligently ſtudied, if we 
iS Ml arrive at any competent {kill in 
q interpretation of ſuch writings. Now 
erpebll 1 Wis circumſtance, which produced the 
iection, reſulting from the very nature 
W things, we ſee how little force it hath 
f + | D pink the truth of an uni ver ſal Religion, 
he concluſion from the whole is this, 
"2 a we ſhould, with all ſubmiſſion, take 
for mo | jod' s Laws, as he, in his wiſdom, hath 

en pleaſed to give them; and as the 
0 aer and condition of chings, by him 
1 tablithed, permits us to receive them. 
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nb The Nature and End : 
Having now ſo largely enquired in 
the $PECIFIC NATURE of this holy Rite 
we are enabled, in very few words, tl 
ſhew, (which we propoſed, as the prin 
cipal end of the Enquiry) what thoſe be 
nefits are which we receive at the Lo 
Table; and what the obligations ar 
which we lye under, of frequenting it. 
Chriſt, by the sacrIFice of himſelf 
upon the/croſs, purchaſed the Redemptinf 
of Mankind: And this Rite being by iti 
nature commemorative thereof, as it i 
feaft upon Sacrifice ; each partaker 2 
ceives, of conſequence, the ſeal of pa 
1 don, and conſequently, of reſtoration . 
bg | his loſt Inheritance. 5 
[ A 5 . But as this operates only on the tern 15 
; N of repentance, and newneſs of life, the gl . 
14 wocwould be defeated, by being beſtoweall 
T2: 0 on a condition which our perverſe Nay 
| 7 ture ſo much oppoſes, was not ti 
Nature ſoftened and ſubdued by thi 

; power of GRACE; that promiſed ble 
T2 fing, peculiar to the Goſpel-Diſpeni 
11 | tion. Now as the influence of the xo. 
| 18 3 | SPIRIT conſtitutes the moſt intimal 
; 3H ISM cou 
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9 OMMUNION OF GOD WITH MAN, What 
a can we conceive ſo highly ſancti- 
Rite d for the reception of it, as that in 
ds, u : ich wc renew our federal union with 
prin r Lord and Maſter, in his laſt Supper; 
fe be lc eby St. Paul, the communion of his 
Lori 'y and blood. 


S art, ” : This leads us to what only remains to 
g it. confidercd, THE OBrication To 


\imſclff - 1 REQUENT GOMMUNION: and this 
-mptinl 5 Wlioation will be beſt underſtood, by 
by itt . Wnſidering the reaſons of an Inſtitution 
it 5 hich procures us ſo high a prerogative 
cer reg L an union with the God of our Salvation. 

f pl We gare, by the Sacrament of Bae- 
tion 1 1 u, u united, as members to the Mx- 

Wc. Body of Chrift, his Cuukch. 

Id ſince Gb is not 
„ an outward but a public, rather 
an a private thing, One ſingle admini- 


ation of ſuch Rite is ſufficient to make 


e termi 
the 4 
>ſtowellif 0 
rſe NA 


ot al at union laſting. 

by til But, by the Sacrament of the 1 3 
ed vel PPER, we are united, as members, to 
cre = 8 Sei Body of Chrift, his 


2 Hol ac. This is an inward union, and 
ntimat ” : 4 a par- 
co 
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is the office of the Holy Spirit; whoſe 


ceive his benefaction; which is conveyelſi 


of Grace, and God's good will towards wi 
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a particular : and laſts no longer than the 


right diſpoſition of heart and affection 


ſhall continue: and this, by reaſon of our 
corrupt nature, and perpetual commerce 
with an evil world, being always impair. 
ing, it has always occaſion to be ſtrength. 
encd and renewed. This, as we ſaid, 


gracious influence more peculiarly ſane. 
tifies that holy ſeaſon. Hence the uſe 
and neceſſity of FREQUENT ComMny. 
N1OW ; intimated in the words of the in. 
ſtitution, Do this in remembrance of nei 
Which imply, as we have ſhewn, mor 
than preſerving the memory of a dead bi. 
nefafor ; they imply, the continuing to rw 


to us, from time to time, and as often f 
aue Spew forth the Lord's death till he com 
So true is the account given of this ſacred 
Rite in the AR TICILES of our Church 
That 17 is not only the badge or TOKEN if 
a Chriſtian man's profeſſion, but rather i 
certain and ſure witneſs and eſfectual 2 


by which he doth work invifibly in uf 
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autb not only quicken, but alſo s TR EN G- 
rr and confirm our faith in him (8). 
ll this duly conſidered, we ſhall, I 
k pe, be enabled to regain a proper 
Weration for this Holy Myſtery ; which 
Wh of late been fo fatally impaired, as 
other liberties, ſo principally by the 
=— of it to CIVIL PURPOSES 3 
Wot a proſtitution by the LEOISLA- 
Par; but by thoſe licentious men, 
our. o, contenting themſelves with the ob- 
the in. vance of the form and letter, neglect 
of nei e end and Hpirit of the Law. 
„ Moro D 
lead b. 
,nveyd | 
mT | 1 I 
8 ſacreiſ : | 
Church 


nan the] 
eftions 
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nmerce 
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